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IV.6  Individual DEIR Mailed Comments P-76 to P-150 
 
This section presents responses to individual public comments (i.e., not form letter or form letter 
based) received the U.S. mail or other non-electronic delivery services. The responses immediately 
follow each letter and are organized in the same order as the comments in each letter. Several of the 
letters included attachments. Attachments were not included herein if our response did not directly 
reference the attachment. 
 
Mailed comment submissions with multiple copies of a single letter format will be addressed in one 
sample from each type of form letter. Those with additional comments added will be addressed 
individually if the comment is substantive and thus warrants a separate response. 
 
There will not be comment letters for every number within the series because some letters dropped if 
they were duplicates or if they were found to be form letters.  Form letters are responded to in their 
own section of the FEIR 
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Mailed Letter P-79 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative C1 noted.   Alternative G was developed by blending the elements and 
management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative C1. The Board has emphasized 
JDSF research and demonstration role. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The economic analysis provided in the DEIR supports these comments. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board agrees that JDSF can help support the local economy, in terms of direct jobs, indirect jobs, 
payroll, timber products, tax revenue generation, and demonstration that contributes to sustainable 
forest management by the private sector.  The management plan will make a significant contribution 
to the local economy, in part by providing for a significant level of sustained timber production. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
The Board agrees that the management plan addresses most of the recommendations made by the 
Citizen's Advisory Committee. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
The Board agrees with this statement.  It is the Board's intent that JDSF be utilized to test, 
understand, and demonstrate a wide variety of forest management practices. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
It is the intent of the management plan that each harvest be an integral component of a long-term 
stand management regime. 
 
Response to Comment 7 
The management plan reflects the enabling legislation and regulation. 
 
Response to Comment 8 
The management plan provides for a significant effort to distribute the results of research and 
demonstration. 
 
Response to Comment 9 
Comment noted.  The revenue generated by the Forest will be utilized primarily in support of 
management activities within the state forest system. 
 
Response to Comment 10 
The Board agrees with these statements.  Demonstration of environmentally and cost effective 
management in compliance of regulatory requirements is an important aspect of state forest 
management. 
 
Response to Comment 11 
The management plan will provide for a significant contribution to the local economy, including a 
sustainable level of timber production. 
 
Response to Comment 12 
The Board agrees that a stable and productive local timber economy can make a significant 
contribution to local needs for timber products. 
 
Response to Comment 13 
The management of the Forest is expected to make a significant contribution to the local economy, 
and will provide economic support for the management of the Forest. 
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Response to Comment 14 
Comment noted.  The estimates of jobs produced for a given level of timber production are variable 
among economists.   
 
Response to Comment 15 
Comment noted.  Please see DEIR Sections III.5 and III.6 for the assessment of potential economic 
effects.  The Board fully supports full and continued management of the Forest and support of the 
local economy. 
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Mailed Letter P-84 
 
Response to Comment 
Please see Response to Form Letter 3.  Support for Alternative B noted. Alternative G was developed 
by blending the elements and management strategies of several Alternatives, including B. The Board 
has emphasized the research and demonstration mission of the state forest. The Board recognizes 
that some would like to “eliminate the purpose” that JDSF and the other demonstration state forests 
were intended.  The ADFFMP strives to balance the concerns of all Californians while remaining 
consistent with the legislative mandate and Board policy for the state forest system. 
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Mailed Letter P-85 
 
Please see response to Form Letter 2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 8. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The Department has formed an advisory committee for the state forest system as a whole, and 
intends to maintain a broad spectrum of membership, including abundant expertise and knowledge in 
environmental issues.  The current committee includes local representation by government and 
environmental interests, as well as representation by the University of California.  The ADFFMP also 
incorporates plans for the creation of a JDSF specific advisory committee.  The Board encourages 
the Department to consider local citizen input, and also encourages field trips and other public 
interaction to make the management of the State Forest open to the public and to the receptive of 
public input.  See General Response 18.   
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Mailed Letter P-90 
 
Response to Comment 
Please see response to Form Letter 4. 
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Mailed Letter P-94 
 
Response to Comment 
The comment letter is not clearly related to the management of JDSF.  The management of JDSF will 
comply with the Endangered Species Act.    Privatization of JDSF and its forest resources is not 
proposed. 
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Mailed Letter P-97 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Future management of the Forest will be conducted pursuant to an updated management plan. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Comments noted.  There are eight state forests within the state forest system.  The state forest 
system is occupied primarily by second-growth forest stands with a significant component of trees 
between 60 and 100 years of age.  The management plan proposes to maintain a significant area 
dominated by larger trees in this age range, and will recruit or develop a substantial area of older 
forest structure and late seral forest dominated by trees that are larger and older than currently exist 
in most areas of the forest. Please see also General Response 2 and 9. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
Comments noted.  The primary legislated purpose of the State Forest is to serve as a demonstration 
of economical forest management.  The Board has provided a public comment period that is sufficient 
to allow for thorough review and comment on the DEIR (see General Response 5).  
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Mailed Letter P-100 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Comment noted. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Support for Alternative C1 noted.  It is the Board's intent that JDSF remain a relevant and diverse 
research setting with a wide variety of forest stand conditions. Alternative G was developed by 
blending the elements and management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative C1. 
The Board has emphasized JDSF research and demonstration role. 
 Please see also General Response 2. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The management of JDSF will provide a valuable demonstration to timberland owners throughout the 
region and the state. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Page IV.6-18 



FINAL EIR FOR JDSF MANAGEMENT PLAN 

 
 
 
 

Page IV.6-19 



FINAL EIR FOR JDSF MANAGEMENT PLAN 

 
Mailed Letter P-103 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative C1 noted. Alternative G was developed by blending the elements and 
management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative C1. The Board has emphasized 
JDSF research and demonstration role. The management plan will provide for sustainable forest 
management. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The Board recognizes and promotes these values and benefits associated with good forest 
management.  The management plan will provide for continuation of these values and benefits. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
JDSF will continue to be managed for multiple uses, values, and benefits.  Please see General 
Response 2. 
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Mailed Letter P-106 
 
Response to Comment 
It is the Board's intention to certify the DEIR and approve the management plan in order to restore full 
management to JDSF.  A significant level of sustainable timber production will continue at JDSF 
under the ADFFMP.  The economic setting and the economic impacts of various levels of harvest, in 
terms of estimated employment and local revenues, are discussed in section III.6.2 of the DEIR.  The 
resumption of timber production is expected to have a positive economic impact in the region.   
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Letter P-112  
 
Response to Comment 1a 
Support for Alternative F is noted.  The proposed Administrative Draft Final Forest Management Plan 
(ADFFMP) contains elements of Alternative F, for example, designation of expanded areas for 
development of late seral and older forest structure. 
 
 Response to Comment 1b   
The statement above expresses an opinion that public park and conservation uses are it odds.  If fact, 
the area deeded to the State of California by the U.S. Government has been utilized successfully for 
both purposes since the area was placed under the administration of the Division of Forestry in 1947. 
 
The forested area that includes the current Mendocino Woodlands State Park was deeded to the 
State of California by the United States of America during September of 1947.  The deed was 
conditional, stating that the State of California shall use the property exclusively for public park, 
recreational, and conservation purposes.  The State of California inquired of the U.S. Government; "Is 
it the intent and will the Department of Interior recognize the harvesting of forest products, and the 
conducting of forest experiments and demonstrations on the area as complying with the term 
'conservation purposes'?" The U.S. Government responded to the question as follows; "I also believe 
that the harvesting of forest products in accordance with the recognized conservation principles and 
practices and the conducting of forest experiments and demonstrations would be compatible with the 
term 'conservation purposes', since it is generally acknowledged that such economic and scientific 
utilization of timbered areas ultimately results in the conservation of our forest resources." (G. 
Davidson, Assistant Secretary of the Interior, 1946). 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The Mendocino Woodlands Camp area is located within the Mendocino Woodlands State Park.  The 
entire area was clearcut between 1850 and 1930, but has regrown into beautiful stands of redwood 
and Douglas-fir forest.  However, this is not a pristine environment.  Rather, it is a recovering forest 
and watershed area, with stands that reflect a long history of forest management and utilization.  
Teachers and students are able to examine a substantial area of forest that has remained relatively 
undisturbed for decades, and other areas that have been managed on a selective basis, where 
students can be educated in forest ecology, forest management, forest conservation, and forest 
utilization.   
 
The current Mendocino Woodlands State Park was created by the enactment of SB 1063 (Behr) in 
1976.  In Section 5821, the legislature made the following finding; "The Legislature finds that there is 
need for a program to enable the children of the state to better comprehend the outdoors, particularly 
the social and economic importance of the study, conservation, protection, and utilization of natural 
resources.  The Legislature further finds that the location and facilities of the Mendocino Woodlands 
Outdoor Center are especially well suited to serve primarily as an outdoor education center under the 
control and management of the Department of Parks and Recreation, as a unit of the state park 
system." While this form of childhood education is an element of the programs provided by the current 
concessionaire, Mendocino Woodlands Camp Association, it does not represent the principle use of 
the area.   
 
Two timber harvest proposals are included in the Short-Term Harvest Schedule (DFMP Table 5).  
One of these is planned as a continuation of a selection harvest demonstration that was initiated in 
1984.  The second is a proposed harvest outside of the Special Treatment Area (STA) in upper 
Thompson Gulch, which is planned as a demonstration of selective harvesting intended to create 
late-seral forest habitat conditions.  The vast majority of the STA and the remainder of the federally 
deeded area would continue to grow undisturbed in the near term, with the exception of regular 
recreational activity and road maintenance. 
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Response to Comment 3 
It is anticipated that public access to the trails within the STA will not be eliminated, but periodic 
interruption of use could occur where trail segments enter areas that are subject to forest 
management activities.  This would represent a temporary closure for public safety.  As stated above, 
two limited stand management activities are planned, and one of these is within the STA.  The 
segments of trail that would be affected were constructed in the mid-1980s specifically to offer 
recreationalists, educators, and students an opportunity to observe the selection harvest 
demonstration area.  The major trails through the STA would remain open to public use, with optional 
routes available when segments are temporarily closed (e.g., Railroad Gulch Silvicultural 
Demonstration Area).  The trails within the STA have been provided with mitigation measures to 
preserve their aesthetic values, including a buffer on either side of the trails and a limit upon the form 
of management that may occur within the buffer.  Please refer to Sections VII.7.2, VII.12, and VII.14 
of the DEIR for an analysis of potential impacts to aesthetics and recreation.  Potential impacts to 
recreational resources are also discussed in other sections of the DEIR that consider specific forms of 
impact. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
The commenter’s description of the STA as “towering forest,” etc., illustrates the effectiveness of  
management of the STA, and has not resulted in conditions that detract from the Woodlands Outdoor 
Center or the State Park.   
 
The purpose for establishment of the Special Treatment Area surrounding the Mendocino Woodlands 
Outdoor Center is clearly established in the enabling legislation.  Section 5824 of SB 1063 (Behr) 
provides for access through the park "for purposes of cutting timber under the authority of the State 
Forester".  Other than this passage and the descriptive establishment of the STA, section 5829 
provides conditions placed upon the State Forester as follows; "Prior to authorizing the sale and 
cutting of timber from the area described in subdivision (c) of Section 5823, the State Forester shall 
solicit and consider the recommendations of the Department of Parks and Recreation with respect to 
the prevention of unnecessary or unreasonable interruption or loss of facilities or resources essential 
to center operations." 
 
Response to Comment 5 
The concern, as stated, does not enumerate the type of impact anticipated, or what form of protection 
is deemed to be adequate. There is an existing MOU between the California Department of Forestry 
and Fire Protection and the California Department of Parks and Recreation that involves the 
relationship of the two agencies with regard to management of the general Mendocino Woodlands 
area (Memorandum of Understanding, October 2000, CDF and DPR).  The MOU includes restrictions 
upon forest management in proximity to the state park, intended to provide protection for recreational 
uses and to prevent significant impacts upon aesthetics and camp operations.  The MOU also deals 
with issues related to the management and maintenance of roads in the area.  Mr. Taylor is correct in 
stating that the MOU may be cancelled by either agency with prior notice to the other.  The MOU is 
not intended specifically to serve as a means of providing "adequate protection for the STA", but is 
intended to deal with specific issues through agreement between the agencies. 
 
Environmental protection of the STA is provided by a combination of legal statutes, established and 
proposed mitigation measures, regulatory limitations, and assessment processes.  The Mendocino 
Woodlands State Parks is surrounded by a 200-foot-wide special treatment area established in the 
Forest Practice Rules.  In addition, the Woodlands STA provides for consultation between CAL FIRE 
and DPR when timber harvesting is considered within that area.  Other limitations and protection 
measures are provided in the current MOU, while still other limitations are provided in the draft 
management plan and the EIR.  The reader is referred to Sections VII and VIII of the DEIR for an 
analysis of potential impacts to forest and watershed resources, recreational uses, and aesthetics 
associated with forest management activities.  
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Response to Comment 6 
Note: The Railroad Gulch research area will be managed as a continuing demonstration of selection 
management, not for old growth development.   
 
By using the term “old growth development,” the commenter appears to be describing the proposed 
form of stand management for most of Woodlands STA, that being late-seral development.  The 
intent of this form of management is to produce stand conditions that support species normally 
associated with old-growth forests, and it is generally recognized that his form of habitat is dominated 
by larger, older trees, with a layered canopy and a high degree of diversity.  This form of habitat also 
exhibits some degree of decadence, containing structural elements of value to wildlife, including 
snags, down logs, and cavities.  It is also recognized that late-seral forests can be highly variable, so 
no single description or guideline is available to describe conditions or management prescriptions to 
achieve those conditions.  Forests are dynamic by their very nature, and no forest condition is static 
through time.  It is anticipated that a long period of time will elapse, and perhaps several incremental 
management steps undertaken, as the stands approach a late-seral condition.  Please refer to 
Section VII.6.3 of the DEIR for a discussion of late-seral development. 
 
Response to Comment 7 
Potential impacts to persons and recreational users are considered and assessed in DEIR sections 
VII.3 (Air Quality), VII.12 (Noise), and VII.14 (Recreation).  Depending upon the location, timing, and 
specific characteristics of a timber harvest proposal, a host of mitigation measures and other 
limitations are available to prevent significant effects related to noise and dust.  Among these are 
choice of yarding methods, routes of travel, road surface treatment options, season of operations, 
timing of operations, and application of buffers.  In addition, CAL FIRE would confer with DPR 
concerning the potential for impacts upon camp operations.  As can be seen in ADFFMP Table 9, no 
timber operations are proposed in close proximity to camp sites in the short term (the next 5 to 7 
years).  Each timber harvest proposal is subject to a multi-disciplinary review and assessment of 
potential impacts when the specific proposal is planned.  The RDEIR did not find that Alternative G, 
which is the basis for the ADFFMP, would result in any significant adverse impacts to the various 
resource values discussed here. 
 
Response to Comment 8 
The Woodlands STA is located within Jackson Demonstration State Forest.  The legislated purpose 
of the State Forest is to serve as a demonstration of economical forest management [Public 
Resources Code § 4631(d)].  Recreation is recognized as an important, yet secondary use of the 
State Forest.  The Federal deed restrictions associated with management of the area have been 
discussed above, as has the primary educational purpose for the Mendocino Woodlands State Park.  
Each of these mandates includes forest management or utilization.  The recreational-educational 
trails within the STA and the Park offer the public an opportunity to observe nature and forests in both 
a natural and managed state.  The recreational use of trails is discussed, considered, and assessed 
in Section VII.14 of the DEIR.  As the DEIR and RDEIR demonstrate, proposed management 
provisions and mitigation measures will prevent significant impacts to aesthetics.  In most instances, 
trails in close proximity to logging operations will be temporarily closed to provide for public safety 
until logs have been removed from the sites and operations have been completed.  Management and 
mitigation measures may include a combination of visual buffers, harvesting restrictions, seasonal 
restrictions, and limitations upon silvicultural and yarding systems. 
 
Response to Comment 9 
The regularly maintained trails within the Woodlands STA have been identified within the ADFFMP, 
the DEIR, and the interagency MOU.  The trails will not be reduced.  When timber operations are 
conducted in close proximity to established trails, there may be a temporary reduction in availability 
for the sake of public safety.  In most instances, alternative trails and routes are available.  It is highly 
unlikely that a significant portion of the total trail system will be closed at any given time.  Based upon 
the short-term harvest schedule for the State Forest (ADFFMP Table 9), very little trail is expected to 
be affected over the next 5 to 7 years. 
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Response to Comment 10 
The potential for incremental or cumulative impacts to watershed resources has been thoroughly 
considered.  Please refer to section VIII.4 of the DEIR.  In addition, the location of the state park 
provides additional buffer for the Little North Fork of Big River and some of its tributaries.  
Recreational activity also has potential to impact watershed resources.  Please refer to section VII.14 
of the DEIR for a discussion of potential recreational impacts.  The DEIR and RDEIR concluded that 
Alternatives C1 and G, respectively, with the application of the various detailed management 
measures and mitigations, would not result in any significant adverse impacts with respect to 
watershed resources.   
 
Response to Comment 11 
Please refer to sections VII.6.1, VII.6.10, and VIII.4 of the DEIR for the assessment of potential 
impacts to watershed and aquatic resources.  The DEIR and RDEIR concluded that Alternatives C1 
and G, respectively, with the application of the various detailed management measures and 
mitigations, would not result in any significant adverse impacts with respect to watershed and aquatic 
resources.   
 
Response to Comment 12 
The EIR and management plan are intended to describe and consider management of the State 
Forest, and to consider, assess, and mitigate environmental impacts.  The issue of designation of 
administrative agency for the STA is not within the authority of the Board of Forestry, the Department 
of Forestry and Fire Protection, nor the Department of Parks and Recreation, and is beyond the 
scope of the analysis performed for the EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 13 
Setting some forest stands aside to serve as controls for the sake of comparison has merit and is 
likely to be an element of the demonstration that is ultimately performed.  However, setting aside the 
entire STA is not in keeping with the legislative mandate for the State Forest (PRC 4631.5(a)).  There 
are thousands of acres of second and third-growth forest within local and regional state, local, and 
national parks that are also available to serve as examples of how redwood forests develop in the 
absence of active management. 
 
Response to Comment 14 
No timber harvesting is proposed within the south side STA (non-contiguous portion of JDSF) in the 
near term (the next 5 to 7 years).  At all times, the public's use and enjoyment of the STA will be an 
important consideration during the planning and implementation of timber harvest activities.  As each 
project is proposed, the potential environmental effects will be thoroughly assessed, including the 
consideration of public and agency input, including that of DPR and the Mendocino Woodlands Camp 
Association.  The ADFMP already provides for management of the northern portion of the STA on a 
selective basis by designating most of it for late seral forest development and applying other 
management requirements. 
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Mailed Letter P-117 
 
Response to Comment 
Opposition to Alternative C and support of Alternative F is noted.  Alternative G was developed by 
blending the elements and management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative F. 
This includes a reduction in the use of even-age management and clearcutting, a reduction in the 
planned timber harvest level, an increase in the area dedicated to development of late-seral forest 
conditions, an increase in resource protection and restoration measures, such as snag retention and 
LWD placement, and a management emphasis on research, demonstration and education. The 
Board supports a balanced, multiple use concept and sustained production of high quality timber 
products. 
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Mailed Letter P-119 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Please see response to Form Letter 2. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
There apparently is a misconception that the adoption of the DFMP and the DEIR will result in the 
immediate removal of 30% of the standing timber.  Alternative G includes a reduction in the use of 
even-age management and clearcutting, a reduction in the planned timber harvest level, an increase 
in the area dedicated to development of late-seral forest conditions.  Even-aged management will be 
implented in increments over the next several decades, within the applicable limits provided in the 
management plan. 
Please see General Response 10. 
 
The harvest level is regulated by the total board foot volume rather than a specific number of trees.  
As stated above, the current management plan calls for a reduction in the total harvested volume.  
Harvest level stated in volume rather than individual number of trees is used for planning as this 
reflects the stand conditions more fully.  
 
While the veracity of the quoted number of 60,000 trees harvested per year is not stipulated for the 
reasons stated above, the resultant harvest would equate to an average of 1.2 trees per acre per 
year.  The statement provides no evidence that this level of harvesting would create “horrendous 
destruction”, or significant environmental impact.   The DEIR and the ADFFMP represent a good faith 
effort to guide the integrated use and protection of the Forest’s resources, to meet the requirements 
of legislation and Board policy, and to address local, regional, and statewide issues.  
 
Response to Comment 3 
Comment noted.  Support for Alternative F, with a second choice of Alternative E noted. Alternative G 
was developed by blending the elements and management strategies of several Alternatives, 
including Alternatives E and F. This includes a reduction in the use of even-age management and 
clearcutting, a reduction in the planned timber harvest level, an increase in the area dedicated to 
development of late-seral forest conditions, an increase in resource protection and restoration 
measures. 
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Mailed Letter P-120 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The ADFFMP calls for a reduction in the use of the clearcutting method and the total timber harvest, 
when compared to the previous management plan (see General Response 2 and 10).  CAL FIRE has 
been actively managing this forest for approximately 60 years under the Legislative mandate for the 
“purpose of demonstrating economical forest management”.  Part of that management included 
restoring the forest from a largely cut over industrial property to the well stocked second growth forest 
that exists today.  CAL FIRE has consistently harvested well below the level of annual growth, 
resulting in an ever increasing forest inventory on the Forest, with a substantial component of large 
young trees.  Past management has resulted in a landscape that is conducive to multiple-use, 
including recreation, however demonstrating and improving sustainable forest management practices, 
including timber harvesting, will remain the primary purpose of Jackson State Forest.  The Board 
supports a balanced, multiple use concept and sustained production of high quality timber products. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Please see General Response 7. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
Please see General Response 14 for details on recreation on the State Forest.  Opposition to 
Alternative C noted.  Support of Alternative F noted. Support for Alternative E as a second choice 
noted. Alternative G was developed by blending the elements and management strategies of several 
Alternatives, including Alternatives E and F. This includes a reduction in the use of even-age 
management and clearcutting, a reduction in the planned timber harvest level, an increase in the area 
dedicated to development of late-seral forest conditions, an increase in resource protection and 
restoration measures. 
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Mailed Letter P-122 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Please see General Response 10. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Support of Alternative F noted (see General Response 4).  Alternative G was developed by blending 
the elements and management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative F. This 
includes a reduction in the use of even-age management and clearcutting, a reduction in the planned 
timber harvest level, an increase in the area dedicated to development of late-seral forest conditions. 
The Board supports a balanced, multiple use concept that provides high levels of resource protection 
and sustained production of high quality timber products.  The ADFFMP has placed greater emphasis 
on protection and restoration, with the goal of improving all resource values over time in comparison 
to existing conditions.   
 
Response to Comment 3 
Support for Alternative E as a second choice noted.  
  
Response to Comment 4 
Jackson Demonstration State Forest is not a “state park”.  Past management has resulted in a 
landscape that is conducive to multiple-use, including recreation.  Please see General Response 2.  
The Board has included plans for JDSF to enhance relationships with recreation user groups, 
including equestrians. With regard to an advisory body, please see General Response 18.  
 
Response to Comment 5 
The Board does not control the operating budget for the Forest.  However, the Board supports the 
concept that the Forest be self sufficient, and that it develop sufficient funding to enable full 
implementation of the management plan. 
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Mailed Letter P-124 
 
Response to Comment  
Please see response to Mailed Letter P-7.  Support for Alternative B is noted. Alternative G was 
developed by blending the elements and management strategies of several Alternatives, including B. 
The plan will emphasize the research and demonstration mission of the state forest. The Board 
supports a balanced, multiple use concept that provides high levels of resource protection and 
sustained production of high quality timber products. 
 
Please see also response to Form Letter 8. 
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Mailed Letter P-125 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Utilization of the forest for recreation noted.  Desire for greater emphasis on restoration, recreation 
and research noted.  The ADFFMP strives to meet those goals (see General Response 2). 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Opposition to clearcutting noted (see General Response 10). The ADFFMP limits the use of even-age 
management to approximately 26 percent of the Forest (see General Response 2).  Most of the 
remaining area consist primarily of uneven-aged methods.  Clearcutting is further restricted as 
described in General Response 10. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
Opposition to Alternative C noted.  Support of Alternative F noted.  Support for Alternative E as a 
second choice noted. Alternative G was developed by blending the elements and management 
strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternatives E and F. This includes a reduction in the use 
of even-age management and clearcutting, a reduction in the planned timber harvest level, an 
increase in the area dedicated to development of late-seral forest conditions, an increase in resource 
protection and restoration measures. The Board has included plans for JDSF to enhance 
relationships with recreation user groups. 
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Mailed Letter P-142  
 
Response to Comments 1-2 
Comments noted. 
 
Response to Comments 3 
The Board has given substantial consideration as to what goals should guide the management on 
Jackson Demonstration State Forest.  The Administrative Draft Final Forest Management Plan being 
considered by the Board, which is based on Alternative G, provides an explicit set of goals for the 
management of the Forest (see Chapter 1). 
 
Response to Comments 4 
Comment noted. 
 
Response to Comments 5 
Since its establishment in the 1940s, JDSF has been managed by the State primarily for research 
and demonstration on sustainable forest management.  The proposed Administrative Draft Final 
Forest Management Plan continues that direction, while incorporating new learning about sustainable 
forest management and providing an adaptive management component (see Chapter 5) to help 
continue that learning over time. 
 
Response to Comments 6 
Comment noted.  A key part of the research and demonstration mission at JDSF is to help other 
forestland owners to learn how to manage their forests to increase their productivity of both timber 
and nontimber resources.   
 
Response to Comments 7 
The 2005 DEIR (see sections III.5, III.6, and VII.6.3) and the 2007 RDEIR (see section III.6.4) both 
provide substantial information and analysis related to the economy of Mendocino County.   
 
Response to Comments 8 
The Administrative Draft Final Forest Management Plan seeks to maintain timber as an important part 
of the county’s economic base, both through timber production on JDSF and through increased 
productivity from other landowners who learn better management approaches through JDSF research 
and demonstration programs.  Please see also above response to Comment 6. 
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Mailed Letter P-144 
 
Response to Comment  
Please see response to Form Letters 1 and 4.   See also General Response 2 and 13. 
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Mailed Letter P-147 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The Board is aware of the surveys and the resulting report, “The Distribution and Status of the 
Northern Spotted Owl in Jackson Demonstration State Forest”. This information is utilized by JDSF 
staff.  
 
Future forest management will be designed to provide a variety of habitats and stand conditions.  The 
desired future condition of the Forest will include a variety of tree sizes, densities, and spatial 
arrangements of trees and stands.  Harvest operations will be restricted to the use of single tree and 
small cluster selection on portions of the Forest, but significant areas dispersed across the Forest will 
be designated to allow group selection and even-aged management (see General Response 2 and 
10).  The protection, retention and recruitment of structural elements including snags, LWD, and trees 
with deformities, such as broken tops, will be incorporated into silvicultural prescriptions to further 
enhance wildlife values.    
 
Response to Comment 2 
Support of Alternative C1 noted. Alternative G was developed by blending the elements and 
management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative C1. The Board has emphasized 
JDSF research and demonstration role. 
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Mailed Letter P-149 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative D noted. Alternative G was developed by blending the elements and 
management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative D. This includes accelerated 
implementation of the Road Management Plan, a reduction in the use of even-age management and 
clearcutting, a reduction in the planned timber harvest level, an increase in the area dedicated to 
development of late-seral forest conditions, an increase in resource protection and restoration 
measures, such as snag retention and LWD placement, and a management emphasis on research, 
demonstration and education. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The Board recognizes that old growth, herbicides, and even-age management are contentious 
issues.  The ADFFMP protects old growth from harvesting (see General Response 8), and restricts 
the use of herbicides (see General Response 7), and even-age management (see General Response 
10).  The ADFFMP contains provisions regarding a new JDSF advisory committee that will provide for 
local representation and provide a forum for local input on the management of JDSF. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board concurs that the Forest has been well managed in most respects. Unfortunately, there is 
no alternative likely to bring an end to controversy concerning the management of JDSF.  The 
ADFFMP strives to balance concerns while remaining consistent with the legislative mandate and 
Board policy for the state forest system. 
 
The Board recognizes the negative economic impacts that the “shut down of operations” has had on 
CAL FIRE and Mendocino County.  The Board agrees that it would be highly beneficial for the State 
Forest to resume management activities, so the Board is working actively to complete the EIR 
process and approve a management plan. 
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